
June 26, 1?52 

Dear Pontmcorvo: 

I should bef very glad to $alk with Roper: I hav8 followed the 
work you two have been doing with the greatest intsrest (but have mm 
reservations as to whether any organism which displays reco&ination 
is Elm 98xUdi.) 

The Isb. is likely to be a bit crovrdsd, and I hav8 other commitments 
for vi$itors c?r;d students next year. until Rop8r's plans ar6 a bit more 
definZt6, I won't bc. able to tell for 8ur8 wh6th6r ha can b6 accomdated, 
but will be &ad to discuss it with h3.m at any time. 

Ttme 5s a podnt of teuhnique fn the AspergUlus work I don't quite 
underatand.When conid&. from balanced h8t8rokaPyOns zmi tmat,8d with 
camphor am plated on minimal., d1 loid prototropha are 6elec&d, If on8 
did this sort cf alp;erimtmt with R eurcspora, all one could obdf would be the 
resynthesis of hetarokarFone. How can #is be avoIdad-- or is anastmosis 
mch rarer in Aspergillus thsn in Marospora? 

If you get hr;ld of the 1961 Cold $4ng IJ~bor ~q~osiu.ut , very 
recmtly ti prifit, ycti ma; be Fntercated to see Lhe axotat of ~seudoalleliem 
in E. coli K-12, .Rr factors contrcillfng lactase ~roductioa. VIfe did not go 
into it ver,-y Zas&, but co,&l.d find nu biochemical Sis&ction be&&aeh the 
acticn of the pseudoaU6lss, 
(Lac,$ was distinctive. 

although another qtibt:. closely linked factor 


